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In ſhewing the abſolute Unfitneſs of the Arahie 


Tongue to gi Root to the Divine Name 
| - ſor SOR is given of the Calder 
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as alſd Rat that Language was: with 
2 Word on the Hebrew and Samaritan Alpha- 
.- bets, proving that thoſe Alphabets could 1. 
have been chang d, the one for the other, in 
Copying the Hebrew Scriptures, after the . 
 byloniſh Captivity, as hath been 1 
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REMARKS, Se. 


NE may, I ſuppoſe, be ſometimes al- 
lowed to have a due Regard for Men, 
and yet make a tion in Eſteem 
betwixt their Perſons and their Per- 

formances as Authors, without-Fault or Offence. 

And therefore, whilſt I pay a great Deference to 

Dr Sharp's perſonal Character, and Merit, as an 

ingenious, as well as pious and good Man; I 

cannot help declaring my Diſapprobation of the 

Pieces he has publiſhed on the Hebrew Words 

Elhim and Berith. Upon theſe Pieces I ſtruck 

out Heads for an Anſwer at large ſoon after their 

Publication; but, in no very long Time after, 

thought I ſaw no Neceſſity for finiſhing my Work; 

and ſhould now wholly lay it aſide, if the Boaſts 

which ſome Perſons (tho' no Way concerned, I 


believe, with. the Doctor,) have flung out, dd 


not provoke me to ſhew, in a few Inſtances, the 
Weakneſs of ſome Parts of his Criticiſms where- 
in his main Strength is ſuppoſed to lie. Which 
being done, tho' in Brief, may perhaps replace 
Matters, as to the Interpretation of thoſe Words, 
in the State wherein they were before the Doctor 
wrote; and fo leave no Occaſion for a longer and 


— 


A 2 more 


Anſwer to the Doctor. | 


141 
more minute 2 on my Part, about 


them 2. In doing this, I ſhall diſpoſe what I have 
to offer, under the Heads of one general, and 


three or four particular Remarks. 


A general Remark. 


THesE Pieces do, at firſt Sight, appear to 
aim at being and uncertain. They tend to 
unhinge every thing, and ſettle nothing. 
(a the Points they treat of are moſt ſacred) 
urely to offer a Indignity to the Holy Scri- 
ptures ; and to do no leſs Injury to many well- 
meaning, but not equally well-grounded Chri- 
ſtians. For, however People may be roving and 
unſettled in their Notions, the — are not 
fo. They are no Way lax, and doubtful : but 
every Word, yea every Tittle, of the Divine 
Books, hath it's fixed and determinate Significa- 
tion and Uſe. Which alſo may by faithful, de- 
vout, and diligent Searching be diſcovered. So 
that if at any Time, any of us do nqt by ſearch- 
ing diſcover the ſame accordingly, it is owing to 
ſome Weakneſs, Vanity, Prejudice, or other Fault 
in ourſelves; and not to any Difficulty, or De- 
fect, as to the ſaid Point of Certainty and deter- 
minate Expreſſiveneſs, in the / ſacred Oracles. 
They, like the Decrees of their divine Author 
which they record, ſtand ſtill fixed and ſure, as 
are the Bounds of the everlaſting Hills ; nor ever 


a Theſe Remarks were drawn up before Mr Bate publiſh'd his 
will, 


But here let me humbl wiſh Men to 0 take * 
Care. For they who will liſten to thoſe ſooth- 
ing Siren's Notes of Indifference, Supineneſs, and 
Inattention to the Terms, or Words of Truth, 
from ſome irreverent Notions of (no Body knows 
2 uncertain and indefinite Meanin anings in them; 

y, if this happens to be in the Caſe of 
Words of principal Note — Importance; never 
will arrive at any good Underſtanding of them. 
And what can the End of this be, 2 
nounced by an Holy Prophet, viz. to be deſtroy- 
ed * lack n. 14 


Particular Remarks. 


I, 


Dr Sharp's great ſtumbling Block, and that 
which, I think, put him upon this whole Piece 
of doubtful Diſputation was, that the Idea of 
the Root for the Divine Name Elabim had been 
ſuppoſed by the late Mr Hutchinſon, and ſome 
others, to have Reſpect to an Oath, and Cove- 
nant, made and enter'd into by the Divine Per- 
ſons, before the Creation; and afterwards ſeveral 
7 Times repeated, and referred to, under the Pa- 
/ triarchal, and Legal Diſpenſations. Which the 
Doctor, it ſeems, could not bear to hear of; as 
preſuming there was in Reality no Divine Oath 


Or 


— , , 0141 . ee. 4" we 
wad 
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or Covenant at all, prior to the Covenant which 
was made (as People uſually term it) with Abra- 
ham, &c. 
But in this, the Doctor appears to be under a 
Miſtake, as 2 Divine. There certainly was 
an Oath and Covenant of God, I mean, betwixt 
the Divine Perſons, long before; ; even before the 
World was. And this Covenant was ſo properly 
Therrs, that, wi 05,1190 of the Part which Man- 
kind were aſte ds graciouſly called to; and al- 
low'd to have in it, we are not to ſay, It was made 
with Men, (as above,) but that it was revealed, 
brought on, made to aſcend, given, and Anand 
to Men; as to Abraham in particular, and others. 
Who, on the other Hand, muſt be ſaid to have 
been taken, admitted, recerved into, and made Par- 
takers of the Benefits and Bleſſings of the ſame : 
as might be proved at large from Abundance of 
moſt expreſs Words and Phraſes of S. S. But 
there is no need to take ſo large a Compaſs. This 
Matter (if I can but 6 rays yſelf clearly here- 
on) i demonſtrable from only one ” fingle 
Text of 85 Paul. The Text I mean, is, Heb. 4. 
1, 2, 3. Where the Holy Apoſtle, after ſpeak- 
ing of the mixt Promiſe, and Threatning of God, 
upon his Oath, to bring ſome Men to enter into 
his Reſt, and exclude ers; the Apoſtle, I ſay, 
after ſpeaking of this Oath 'of God, Oc. as de- 
clared in Time to Iſrael in the Wilderneſs, (in 
VI. 1.2. and former Member of VI. 3.) corrects 
himſelf, as it were, in this Part, with an Adver- 
fative | Aithough] Although (ſays He, in the lat- 
| ter 


— 


171 

ter Member of Vf. 3.) The Works were finiſhed 
from the Foundation of the World. Or as Noldius, 
on Rev. 13. 8. and other Places, renders 
2 e more properly - before the Founda- 

of the World. Now, what were the MWorkt, 
whic are thus faid to have been finiſbed before 
the World ? I anſwer, thoſe of the ſaid Promiſe, 
Threatning, and Oath, relating to the Reſt; and, 
— the Reſt itſelf alſo. For theſe are 
WN 
the Works expreſſed to have famfhed; av» a- 
foreſaid, are annext and do relate Fur ue, 
ſays he, which have believed do enter into Reſt, as 
be ſaid — As I have fworn in my Wrath, if they 
ſhall enter into my Reſt: ALTzoabn d Works 


the Works thus next above mentioned, VIZ. thoſe © 


Warks of the Oath, Promſe, Reſt, &c.) were fi- 
| niſhed- from before the Foundation of the World. 
| This is the plain Sequence and Connexion of 
the Things treated of. And the Account given 
us of them, is worded after this Manner, to ex- 
preſs, that the Promiſe. and Threatning of God, 
appurtenant to his Oath, and ſo to the Cxvenant 
underſtood therewith, (howſoever, or to whom- 
ſoever the ſame may have been revealed in Time, 
yet,) were all done, ſettled, FINISHED by God, 
that is, by the Divine Perſons, before. the Crea- 
tion. 80 that, the Order of the Divine Proceed 
ings in them, is plainly underſtood to have ad- 
vanced thus. Fi the Diſdenſations and Works 
— and terminating in the Reſt, were de- 

creed, and tranſacted by the Divine * 


[8] 


the glorious Heavens: then followed the Crea- 
tion of this Syſtem and Man, and the Inſtitution 


er the.Sabbath for a Memorial and Type of the 


ſaid Ref ſo prepared for us in Glory. But, here 
a Change preſents itſelf, Man fell; and was al- 
ſo reſtored again in Hope; and, to aſſure him 


1 Sacrifice was inſtituted for an 


additional Type and Pledge of the Benefits of the 
ſame Oath and Promiſe : and not only ſo; but 


the Oath and Promiſe themſelves were revealed - 


and 


, (from Time to Time) either with, 
or wi ut Threatnings annext, as Occaſion did 
er ene 
3. and ſo on, to the Concluſion 
of cal VI g. ME remaineth therefore a N I ſtill 
to come, Sen after theſe Deye of di © 1 of 
Chriſt in the World] 79 the People of God. And 
this, , helps us to the Connexion of the 4th 
and 5th Verſes with the former Part of the Con- 
text Fur be ſpake in a certain Place of the ſe- 
vent this wiſe --- And God did ret the 
from all his Works. Ang in 1 5 4. 


enters, as the Occaſion Tacks oſtolick | 
led, into the middle State and Courſe of EE 
in the World; which, as in Divine Rapture, it 
carries back in an Inſtant to their inings; 
in Order to bring down, and lead on boch to 
their Endings: referring the Divine Oath and 
Promiſe 4257 in the World, to the high Ori- 


ginals 


[9] 
ginals of the ſame before the World; and from 
thence handing on the united Account of both, to 
the coming of Chriſt in Perſon, to rm Part 
of the Works leading to that final Reſt fo ſecu- 
red for us by the ſaid Oath and Covenant from 
Eternity; and, thereby, giving us clearer Views 
and Exorfations of the Part fo left to de done, 
even the putting us in actual Poſſeſſion of the 
fame, in the Kingdom of God, on our being 
made our Reſurrection from the dead 
at the End of the World. - - ©: 6 
But here ſome may be apt to object — that 
the Word of the Oath, mentioned at the Cloſe of 
the 4th Chapter of this Epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
is expreſſed to have been fince the Law; and 
_ * * — — World. But 
is proves either nothing to their Purpoſe, or 
too — For God (as they know, and do 
allow,) ſware to Abrabam alſo, long enough be- 
fore the Law. This Text, therefore, may want 
ſome explaining ; but can furniſh no Objection. 
For the e has ſaid before, that the Works 
of the Oath and Promſe were Fin1$HED before 
the World. And he cannot contradi& himſelf. 
How then, after all, is it? I anſwer, the Oath, 
and the Word of the Oath, were two different 
Things, and of two widely-diſtant Times. The 
Oath, meaning, purely and fimply, the Tranſ- 
action, or whole ſtupendous Compaſs of Tranſ- 
actions, called by the Names of the Oath, Cove- 
nant, &c. Whereas, the Word of the Oath, ſig- 
nifies the Revelation, My and bringing 
| on 


[ xo ] 
an of the ſame, ually, to it's Completion; 
Now, — $ripa ny woes 
ter, or ſince the Law, in theſe Reſpects, that it 
was not only ſeveral Times revealed, or declared, 
after, as well as before the Law was given but 
was moreover brought onwards to it's Comple- 
tion, by the-bicking of Chriſt in Perſon, many 
Wande of Yeats ace Abs But the Oath it- 
ſelf, as to it's Date, can have no Share in this 
Compariſon with the Law : the fame being F1- 
NISHED not only before the Law, but before 
the Worlds were made; as has been abundantly 
from the Text above explained. 

But there is yet one Thing more, relating to 
the Word, or Declaration of the Oath ; S 
think, 2 I. 
obſerved before, that this Ford was gradually 
brought on to it's Com — I may further- 
more add now, that, the whole Matter or 
Subſtance of the Oath, was ſettled and finiſhed, 
| he Wor yer n before 

World; yet the Word of the ſame 
| Revelation, came not entire, but 5 to 
Fathers; r r declared 
— aſter another, as Occaſion required. Thus, for 
; the ſaid Word of the Oath, relating 
—— Sacrifice of Chriſt, was given 
more eminently at one Time, as for Inſtance, to 
Abraham, Gen. 22.16. That of the Inheritance 

and Ref purchaſed by him, at another; or, in- 
deed, at other Times ; for it was often 


repent the Parks, —— 
O 


2 


J 
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other; as 4 Bau in that Divine Epinicion on 
his Aſcenſion into Heaven, and his Inauguration 
to the Kingdom, in the 110th Palm, But, in 
all theſe Inſtances, though the Vord of the Oath 
thus came in Time, yet the Oath itjeff, with it's 
whole and Content, was ſtill un- 
derſtood, and even expreſs d to have been before 
the Worlds. For, with Reſpect of the firſt Mem- 
ber of it, that of the Sacriſice, we are aſſured of 
it under the Character of the Lamb ; which is 
'd, not only to have been fore-ordained, but - 

even /lain alſo, (in ſome proviſional Tranſaction 
concerning it,) before the Foundation of the World. 
3 . 8. With Rei 4 = the 
ſecond, O Inheritance and , . 
refer to the Proof fo largely made out dried 
from the Context above explained. And, for the 
laſt, that of the eternal Priefthbood after the Order 
of - Melchiſedeck, (which is the immediate Sub- 
jet of this Word of the Oath ſaid to have been 
Inte the Law) the Oath itſelf was, in like Man- 
ner, before the World; as appears from the Man- 
ner of wording that glorious Revelation in the 
3d and 4th Verſes of the Pſalm itfelf. Which 
therefore I will endeavour briefly to explain. On- 
ly I would juſt premiſe, that in the firſt Sentence 
of this Text in the Original, there is no Verb. 
I] will therefore inſert the Verb Subſtantive in 
the Prater Tenſe; becauſe, fware, the Verb next 
following, is in that Tenſe. So, the proper Ren- 
>, dring 


[ x2 ] 
dring will thus — From the Womb, be- 
fore the Morning, was the Dew of thy Birth : the 
Lord fware, and will not repent; Thou art a Prieſt 
for ever, after the Order of Melchiſedeck. Here, 
the Divine Generation, the Oath, Declaration 
of the eternal Priefthood, the Decree of the Inau- 
ration to the Kingdom, and the bringing of 
is Saints to his glorious Reft, are all connected 
together, as Matters originally of one and the 
ſame Time; and, in this Reſpect, inſeparable. 
| And the Time here marked out, (if we ma 
| call it Time,) was that which was before t 
| Morning, that is, before the Creation of the World, 
| . Theſe Explications may, poſſibly, be inſtru- 
ctive to ſome; and will, I hope, be acceptable 
to all who love and revere the — even 
to Dr Sharp himſelf, tho hitherto of another O- 
inion. What a vaſt Theſaurus of Proofs we have 
beſides theſe, to demo , that the whole Diſ- 
penſation of Chriſtianity,” and conſequently the 
Oath and Covenant revealed to the Patriarchs in 
Time, were all ſettled and finiſbed (as the bleſſed 
Apoſtle hath worded it) by the Divine Perſons 
(for it could be by no other) before all Time ; 
will, I hope, be ſhewn, at large, another Day, 
by a much more able Hand. 


The 2d particular Remark. 

Dn Sharp thinks, the Word Elabim, retain- 
ing the N in declining, cannot have been gram- 
e 


[a3] | 
matically derived from the Root 198 Alab; 
becauſe in this Root the N is wnmappictd, and 
therefore changeable in Words derived, or decli- 
ned from it. If therefore Elabim were derived 
from 798 Alb, it muſt have been, not from 
this 7159x8 Alab, which has no Mappic, but from 
ſome other pariliteral Word that does not now 
occur in the Lan which had it's 71 map- 
pick'd and unchangeable. The Preſervation (ſays 
« he) of the d in eas it is a Noun plural, 
© ſhews it muſt be derived from ſome perfect 
« Verb, in which the 71 never changes, or is loſt, 
« as H] from 724.” So, according to the 
Doctor, a Noun declined, or derived from a Root 
ending in N, cannot retain the ſaid N, unleſs it 
be declined from one of his perfect Verbs; in 
which, he ſays, the N is never ſo , or loſt. 
But, | | 

Not to inſiſt here on the Invalidity of any Ar- 
„ drawn from the Maſoretic Points, or 
from what the Doctor calls Verbs ending in N 
changeable, or unchangeable ; his Argument is to 
be refuted from many Examples to the contrary 


in the ſacred Lan . But I ſhall produce on- 
- which I will be ſufficient for this 
urpoſe. The Word 198 Amab, is one of his 


unmappick'd or i ?& Roots, ending in n; and 
therefore, * in any 8 retain it's 
faid d in declining. And yet this 79x Amab 
makes it's Plural ymBK Amaboth, with the N 
ſo retained, notwithſtanding. And therefore, I 
muſt ſay, Elahim may be as well , 

=; 
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on Aab; in which the H. is, in like Manner; 


wnmappick'd, or imperfett. 
The Word m, indeed, is Maſculine, and 
Amaboth Feminine. But this makes not a Tittle 
of Difference in the Caſe ; the Diſpute being, 
not about the Maſculine or Fœminine Termina- 
tion ; but about keeping, or caſting away the 
Radical N; and, in that Reſpect, the Thing, and 
it's Reaſon, are juſt the ſame in both 7m, Hy 
This then is a Caſe in Polnt, that entirely re- 
moves the Doctor's Objection againſt Alab being 
the Root of Elahim ; yea, gives _ Confir- 
mation that it may, at leaſt, very well be 6; 
and conſequently, as to this Matter = the E- 
mology, at leaſt, of the Name of Elabim] leaves 


hings juſt where they were before the Doctor 


The 3d particular Remark, 


Dx Sharp in ſeveral Places ſpeaks ſlighting 
Things of the Hebrew, the Language given to 
Adam by God; which I. could with Pad not 
fallen from ſuch a Pen. I mean, with Relation 
to the Primevity, and Pre-emnence of this Di- 
vine Language befors all other Languages. A 
Point which, I ſhould think, a 22 ian, in 
theſe Days of Learning, could never call in Que- 
ſtion: but Dr Sharp would repreſent it as dubi- 
ous ; and that, (as far as I can ſee,) without any 
Colour of Reaſon offer'd, but only from a mere 
vague Way of talking, (in the ambiguous * 

e 
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— oh on a Point, which, (notvrith- 
— and later Aſſertions to the 


to ws cen) 1 = 3 _ 


Place, — — n 
about half a P re his, 
or That, any formally ſhuts 


up his Bente on, he "ar —— _—_ 

«are diſputable, a putes 

« that — Allen had th and are main- 

2 with Arguments ſo plauſible on all Sides. 
. 


Ae, ri ov ies o Ws diner; 


For if one would make this a Rule of 
Matter to be diſputable, that is, dubious in 
(as he muſt here mean, ) —— 
ly diſpute it; and that, (as ſome others may 
ce to think,) playfibly too; I cannot fee what 
Truths, even of God himſelf, we ſhould have 
left certain and indiſputable; there being, in Fact, 
no one Truth, but what ſome D:/þu — 
thoſe ſufficiently d alſo amo 
1 eſtion. — x 
ity o Di ers, Who are 
wing the Thi 5 Br no al war 42 
Crime can diſpute, are, I — the moſt 
numerous amongſt us. — as for 
the Plaufibleneſs of thoſe Arguments againſt the 
Hebrew Primævity, which the Doctor had in his 
Mind; I think that Decifion of Foſeph Scaliger, 
turning the Tables rightly upon ſome, who would 


have 


16 
have had the price, 8 Goropius Beca- 
mes, a learned wy ren ut two Centuries 
ago, wou'd have 1 2 Te eutonic, Aſtkenazan, or 
Dutch) to be the Mother of all Languages, may 
ſerve to lay this Spirit of Scepticiſm on the Point: 
the Evidence of Primævity on the Side of the 
3 1 ore or leſs the ſame, with Re- 
pect of all guages, as of the Syriac. --- 
—— eſſe Imperition, Oe. Sc. It is the greateſt 
Mark of Ignorance, (ſays that famous Critick) 
* to fancy the Sriac Tongue to be more ancient 
te than the Hebrew. As well might one prefer 
ce the modern Talian, in Point o Aritiquity, to 
e the Latin. h Melecb, muſt have been before 
cc e57D Maude. And many other Proofs there 
t are beſides, to refute this abſurd Notion.” To/. 
Scal. Ep. ad Rich. Thompſ. cited by Walton. 


The 4th particular Remark. 


Tux ſame Diffuſiveneſs of Sentiment on the 
Queſtion of the Hebrew being the Mother of all 
Tongues, led Dr Sharp to think the Derivation 
of the Word Elahim from the Arabic Alaha, to 
be ſo very probable and ſpectous as He is pleas'd to 
ſuggeſt it is. But the Arabic can have no Buſi- 
neſs here ; not only for the Reaſon given in the 
Fable, wherefore one ſipping below could not 
poſſibly trouble the Water which another drank 
of higher up the Stream; but alſo for this, that 
the Ideas of Roots muſt be ſuitable to their Sub- 
jects, that is, to the Perſgns, or Things, to — 


[17] 
they are applied: which are a Sort of Butts and 
Boundaries to Attributes, Atftions, Qualities, &c. 
Therefore, if Thoſe are falſe, Theſe will be per- 
verted, depraved, miſapplied; and ſo give Ideas 


falſe, and wrong. Thus the Arabic 
Name God, is s)\ Alaba, to worſhip 


Root for 


adore, Or. But what was the Object, or Ob- 


jects of Worſhip to the People called + 13: (what- 
ever the Form of the Dialect called Arabic was,) 
till the Time of Mahumed? I anſwer (from the 
Account given by Caſte! of the Nouns of this 
Root) the Sun, and the | horned Moon ; which 
were their chief Gods: and even a 2 
as one of their principal Repreſentatives, or Idols: 
'Whoſoever, therefore, (till the Time aforeſaid,) 
mentioned God in Arabic, by any of the Names 
derivd from that Root Alaba, muſt have there- 

meant the Sun, or Moon, or a Serpent, as a- 
bove mention d. Neither could any Arab in thoſe 
Days have any Notion of any adorable Being 
| than theſe dead Agents, and Idols; nor 
any Reaſon of Adoration, or Worſhip, to be 
to them, more excellent than the Reaſons whi 
he ſaw, or imagined there was, regent 
tions, Influences, Cc. of the ſame; which could 
.be no more than mechanical and natural. Whence 
again (as the old Serpent, making his Game of 
the wicked Imaginations of the Thoughts of their 
Hearts, had the conducting of this fatal Delu- 
fion, ſo) the Services paid in the Adoration of 


thoſe People to their ſaid Adorables, muſt have 
r wenn,, 
z 
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teth; and never could be any other. And can it, 
then, be a Courſe excuſable in us Chriſtians, to 
overleap the Bars of ſo many Ages and Genera- 
tions; in all which the Name Elabim had been 


| uſed by Believers, from Reaſons united to the 
| Object, the Deity ; and revealed to Men by the 
| 


Deity ; and terminating in the Deity himſelf, 
that in the Divine Perſons, and their all-gra- 


oi _ - ious Decrecs, Arts, and Dif ns, as the 
| everlaſting Grounds of their ſaid Name? Shall 
| 
| 


we, I fay, overlook all thefe, and go a 
W Ai Reed Bei e 268 Dies 
| and — Name out of the polluted 
| .Shallows of a Dialect, which we all know, or 
know, was bred out of Corruption; and 
had it's whole Reaſon, and Riſe (as to theſe Mat- 
ters) from the depraving of Paganic Abomina- 
tions. | 
Again, The mere Signification of the Arabic 
—_— adore, is Proof to any underſtanding 
and confiderate Perſon, that this could not fur- 
niſh a Root for the Divine Hebrew Name Ela- 
lim; becauſe this gives ar Gar is pl a 
dary, or rather a te, and very remote, and 
Ck Be ea: For God could not 
Conſequence of this, that He 
was — „or was to be worſhipped, or a- 
by aun re. £9 ny 
be fg 


d, or adored by GY CG 
— and of his called God, 
by — Word this was expreſs d) on ſome 


5 So that, whether this Name 


Were 


Covenant, Promiſe, Ce. for their Benefit; ſtill 


[ 19 ] 
were framed to denote any general Attribute of 
the Geodrieſs, or of the Greatneſs of the Deity ; 
(which I am not ſettling in this Place,) or 
of the particular Mays, or Means of his diſpoſing, 
or manifeſting either, ta his Creatures, as an Oath, 


the ſame muſt have been firſt properly inherent 
in, and to be attributed to, Himſelf; and then, 
after that, would He be, in Confequence, Ado- 
rable, or to be worſhipped by Men, on Account, 
and with Reſpect of . This muſt have been 
the Order, and Sequence in this Matter. No Act 
of Man could denominate God. It is, I doubt, 
almoſt Blaſphemy to ſay it could. But, God ha- 
—  rwanbngy ed to declare, or reveal him- 
ſelf, by any of his own, whether Eſſential, or 
Perſonal Names, to us, as he pleaſed; it muſt 
from thence follow, that we ſhould fall down to 
worſhip, and adore him. | 
Again, The Arabic Root Alaba, to adore, or 
worſhip, and it's derivative Nouns, are miſmatch- 
ed; and the latter were applied (as I have ob- 
ſerved) to falſe Objects. Before Mahumed, the 
adorable Object, or God of the Arabs, was the 
— _ a 8 Ge. 5 aforeſaid. TT 
e Root „to worſbip, being only a 
— to thoſe Luminaries, ( fat as Ea le 
to a Beetle, or an Onion, if they had been 
their Divine Objects,) could not be the Noot e- 
ven for Them; as giving no deſcriptive Idea of 
their Nature, Operations, &c, which it certainly 
would have done, had it been the true Root of 
| | C 2 thoſe 


* 
- 
— N 
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thoſe Names. Therefore »)\ Alaha, when appli- 
ed to thoſe Objects, moſt , undoubtedly was a 
miſwritten Word, or made by Corruption from 
a Mixture of two other Roots, vis. 1ſt, of \\s 
N to be high, or Hy; in it's deriv'd Nouns, 
Height the Hen, G; Heaven z which was 


their Jupiter: and, 2dly, of J Un to ſbine 
ri 
n 


to in it's deriv'd Nouns, Brightneſs ; the 
new a Serpent ; even all the old Abomi- 
nations over again; alſo, the Goddeſs Alilat; 
an Hymn to God, To this Root moreover 
do refer that capital Creed of the tans, 
NN A alah ila allah, There is no God 
but God. As if this Root gave a Name, not to 
the Act of Praiſing only, but to their Allah, or 
God Himſelf alſo, at the ſame Time. Thus theſe 
Things muſt ſtand by themſelves, in the Arabic: 
but, with Reſpect of the Hebrew (from which 
they are all taken by Corruption,) the former of 
theſe two Arabic Roots ie N we know, muſt 
be referr'd to the Hebrew g to aſcend, to be 
high, &c. and the latter J 9h to the Hebrew 
bn to ſhine, to be bright, to praiſe. ' So, the 
mere Idea of Adorableneſs, or the preſent Arabic 
Word for it, gave not the Root to their own a- 
dorable Allah ; but that of Highneſs, and Bright- 
neſs; or the Words uſed for theſe. Their faid 
Allah being He, or She, that was even jy9y and 
hy Maſe. and Fœm. the high one: or, in 
the plural, as it ſtands (according to Pareus) in 
that famous Paſſage in Plautuss Panulus, Fyy 
man p] Dii Deaque, ſuperi * 


to adore, can be no Root for w N 
themſelves anciently took for God; but is plain- 
ly a new. coin d Term, ſtruck out of the Corinth- 
ian Braſi of ſeveral other Roots, melted down, 
and run to „into the one confuy'd Sub- 
ſtance or Maſs of this modern Figment. Yet 
theſe blended Abominations ſhall be fetched up 
to make Roots for Elahim ! Not but that Jebo- 
vab Elahim alſo called himſelf y Helin, the 
bigb one, and with Addition of another Name, 
I claimed the Glory, the Brightneſs, the 
gbt. But ſtill the Arabs adorable One, their 
Allah being no more than the material u He- 
lion, his ſaid Name was apparently ſtolen and 
applied by Abuſe to the Sun, Moon, a Serpent, 
c. as their God, Goddeſs, Idol, &c. as above. 
And therefore, ſurely, is not to be taken by Us, 
from their ſaid Abuſe, and applied (without any 
Note of ReCtification,) for a Root to denominate 
God, the true God. Which would (as far as 
Words could go) be Crime, in another Way, 
not leſs abominable, than that of any of date L. 
dolaters themſelves. But, | | 
| Beſides all theſe Confuſions, the Lexicogra- 
* not ing where to let any Arabic 
W 


I 
be ited, Wie yet another Root, 3 Va- 
to de re- 
y Aliba; Mw M r Words, 
in this Senſe, at laſt are to che He- 
I, to be mad; In this Reſpect, there- 
fore, ie is Plain, their Alabs, or Adorables, ſome- 
times meant their evil Demons, or Terriculamen- 
ta, their not Gods, but Terrifying and Torment- 
mg Devil. 
Man Jearried Men (beſides Hutchinſon ) have 
been o Opinion, that the preſent Alcoramiſb A- 
rabic Language, is a new and upſtart Tongue, 
made out of ſeveral other eaſtern Dialects and 
| Fongues thrown together into this common 
Mangle. Poftel, in particular, affirms it to be a 
ion of the Hebrew and Chaldee. Which 
is more than probable, becauſe the Dialect now 


oor, oot, Alahd, 
to' be 


_ calld Chaldee, was anciently comprehended un- 


der the more general Name of the Aramitiſb, or 

rian Tongue. Which was of fo great Extent, 

it, (except the Hebrew Tongue which was 
ſpoke in the Holy Land, ) the ſaid Aramitiſh, or 
Syrian appears to have been vulgar to all the 
Countries lying detwixt the Ned Sea and the 
Mediterranean, and Mount Amanus; that is, from 
the Borders of Egyyr and Cilicia Weft and North- 
Weſt; to thoſe o [Perf and Media, Eaft and 
Nerth-Eaft, and from thence quite down to the 
Arabian, or Indian Sea, South and South-Eaft. 
There can, I think, be no Queſtion made of this, 
in the firſt Place, as to the Diviſions of the Coun- 
tries anciently known by the general Name of 
Aram, 


Evidence from .\ Tas. { | 

Dan, ry 8 Ae — e 
ain ar, e tho 

5 or Aranutiſb T A Tide 


. 
not to ſp People on the Wai ef "Yer 
ſalem, in — the Jewiſb, e Wat of om 
— or Syriac; —  — — 
Tongue, And the. laſt is no leſs 

Cholgeans, that the 3 in that 
Paſſage, in Daniel, the Chaldeans are ſaid to have 
ſpoken to King Nebuchadnezzer, in the Aram. 
22 or Syriac. And then follow the very Words 
, in the Chaldee Diaſect. 80 


ey. ſpake 
wy, rage the Arumitiſb, or Syriae,, 
| And, 


were plainly one and the ſame 

The ſame Thing holds with Relation to the 
Samaritans” who were the People planted by 
Ejarhaddon in the Land of ifrael, — 


& me. told, e ee chris Pw 


ple, practiſing with Artaxerxes King 
to put a ſtop to the Building 1 


Jer thalem, wrote an Epiſtle, to this c to 
Arraxer es, in the Aramitiſh, or 2 

(as the Text expreſſes,) and in the Aramitiſh, or 
PRs that is, „ 


er but in that of 
— —— they were planted ; plainly, 


[24 ] 
both Character and Language. Now, 


thi renin or Syriac Writing, and Aramiti 
or Syriac Interpretation here ſpoken of; the A. 


ramtiſh or Syriac Character or „and the 
2 Language or Speech, are ſe- 
| 4 as the moſt learned Men 


— Thus far ore 
this Matter in the Narration of Ezra: and then 
follows the very Copy of this Samaritano- Ara- 
mitiſh Epiſtle, (as in the former Caſe of that A- 
ramitiſb Speech of the Chaldeans to Nebuchagnez- 
Zar, ) in pure Chaldee, The Reaſon of which, I 
or the is plain to ev'ry Body. The Samaritans, 

ſe, wrote to the Perfian Court, not 


—ß unſkill'd in the former; but 
the latter was their Mother- Tongue. And they 
were anſwer d by the Penlan Court in the 
ſame ¶ Aramitiſd Language. Becauſe it was the 
Cuſtom of the id Court to write to the Pro- 
vinces of their Empire, 2 
but in the Language and Alphabet of each 

vince. As we find, Efth. 1. 22. and 8. 9. From 


* whence it moreover appears, that the ſaid Sama- 


ritans, the Chaldeans, Affrrians, and the Sy- 

rians, muſt have had all one and the ſame, not 

only Lenguage, but Alphabet alſo. To which we 

may add, that this muſt have ſo been from an- 

_ core Thmet, at leaſt, from the planting of that 

Mongrel People [the Samaritans] in the wy * 
rae 
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IſFael. Since which their Alphabet has under- 
gone little or no material Change. And, as to 
what it was before, we know nothing ; but are, 
to ſuppoſe, that, from the Time the Aramites, 
Aſyrians, and Chaldeans (whoſe peculium i it was,) 
*I an Alphabet ; . 

in the Main, _— erv'd in the Sama- 


ritan Pentateuch': this is pbk: to be the 


Charafter which the Samaritans always uſed: 
meds phe Age ol Ted as Bib Dol" prov'd,' 
| "and again, by a A of Evidence 
that cannot be ſeparated) was the ſame with the 
fad Aramitiſh, Galen Sc. For, even in the 
Time of Ezra, it had not yet obtain d any Name 
of it's on; but was calſ d by that which was 
its old Name, viz. the Aramitiſh, which, I muſt 
t, (leſt ſome Readers, willin ly for- 
. let it ſlip,) was alſo the an, 
an, Sc. And, 
his, by the Way, leads us to a Proof of an- 
other Point much wanted by the learned World. 
Many Volumes having been publiſh'd on this 
Argument, only to confound and puzzle the 
Cauſe, The Matter J mean, is, that, as the ſaid 
_ Samaritan Charater till preſerv'd in the Sama- 
ritan Pentateucb, is no other than the ſaid old 
Aramitiſh, or Syriac, and Chaldee Character; ſo 
it "muſt from hence follow, that the Samaritan 
Character or , cou'd never be the CG - 
rafter or Alphabet, in which the ſacred Hebrew 
| Seriptures of the old Teſtament were written. 
Becauſe the Pretence, (on Wo contrary 5 
don 
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ſition) is, chat the Fews in the B lomfh Capti- 


wity forgot and relinquiſh'd their old Hebrew (ha- 


rater ; which, they fay, was that. which we 
now have in the Samaritan Pentateuch; and 
learn d and brought home With them che Chat. 
dee, or Affyrian Charader in it's ſtead; as alſo, 
that the Hebrew Scriptures. have been ever fince; 
copied, and handed down to us, in the ſaid (al- 
dee Character: that pretended old Hebrew Chara- 
Her, being from that Time left to the Samari 
fans. Not a Word of all which can N 
true. The Jews cou d not unlearn Lane 
the Samaritan Charatter, and take the Ke 
it's ſtead : becauſe the Chaldee and — 
ere but one and the ſelf-ſame Characters BxroxE 
kia  Babyloiſh Captivity; which ſaid one, was ne- 


er confounded in Name with the Hebrew, but 
was ſtill diſtinguiſh'd from it by another diffe- 
rent Name, viz. the Aramitiſh. y the Sama» 


ritan, (as that | Ar N amitiſh] was afterwards call d,) 
is allowed to have been the ſame ever ſince. 


And, therefore, if the Jews ever had relinquiſ d 
any more ancient Character, it muſt have been 


ſome Character of which we now know nothing. 
And, if had taken the Chaldee, they coud 
not have taken the preſent Hebrew, which the 
Chaldeans never had; but muſt, of Neceſfity have 


taken the preſent Saviaritax; and fo, in this Sa- 


maritan, and not the preſent Hebrew, the He. 
brew Scriptures ſhou'd have been handed down 


by them to Poſterity. And we now ſhou'd have 
the Hebrew Scriptures, accordingly, not in the 


Pre- 
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preſent Hebrews, but in that Gd Samaritan Cha- 
racter: the Chaldean Character which they mut 


have brought home from Babylon (had they 
brought 5 — 1 being, as I have demon- 
ſame 


ſtrated, all one and with the Hrian, or 
| Aranntiſh; and, therefore alſo, with the ſaid Sa: 
maritan. Again, 
As the Samaritans, Aramites, and Chaldeans, 
had all the ſame Character with one another; 
fo, according to Walton, Kaliger, and other learn- 
ed Men, the old Phenicians and Canaanites, had, 
in like Manner the fame with them: and fo all 
thoſe Nations, had one and the ſame Character, 
vi2. the Aramitiſh, Chaldean, or Samaritan : con- 
—_—_ faying,” the Jews chang'd the old He 
brew, (b 7 that Hebrew meaning the Samaritan, 
for the e; is ſaying, they chang'd the Cha 
ate for itſelf. Beſides | which, as to this pre- 
tended Change of the Letters, there are yet other 
Proofs to be drawn from the Book of Ezra it- 
ſelf, that Ezr4 made no Change of the ancient 
Hebrew Character for any other ; but that He 
deliver'd down the S. S. as they had been deli- 
ver'd from Moſes, and all the Prophets follow- 
1ng, down to Himſelf, As I ſhall prove at | 
if God gives me Life and Leiſure to publiſh tt 
Work I intended for Prolegomena to my Origi- 
nalt, but ſhou'd now make a Work by itſelf, 
tho' chiefly for the Uſe of the Originals. I mean, 
if the Love of the 8. S. ſhou'd diſpoſe the Lite- 
rati to encourage ſuch Works. It otherwiſe, it 
may be laid by, and wait for more favourable 
D 2 Times 


\ 


\ 


[108 ]: 
Times and Tempers, perhaps, in the Days of 
my Grandfon. Once more, 

That the faid Aramitiſh, or Syrian, did alſo 
comprehend the Arabian Tongue, ſo that the A. 
rabic was no more than a Branch of the ſaid A 
ramitiſh, or Syrian; we have Proof, I think, ſuf- 
ficiently convincing in ſuch a Matter, from the 
LXX. For the LXX at the End of the Book of 
Fob, have, among others, inſerted this Additament 
=== bros boparveus”) ü Þ pia, H, u A i N- 
rend Th aν,⁰,ke, em This ogfois ri bu X, ape 

| Gias. Which expreſſes, that the Book of <5 
was tranſlated out of the Syrian, in which it was 
originally written, as Job lived in the Borders of 
TIdumeaa and Arabia. That is, the Book of 
was originally written in the Syrian Tongue, be- 
8 cauſe Job was an Idumean, and conſequently. an 
i Aratian, (Moab, Ammon, and Edom, being, as 
| erom witneſſes, Parts or Provinces of the Ara- 
s;) and, ſo, his Mother-Tongue was the A 

ramitiſh, or Syriac ; becauſe that was the Lan- 

iT: guage of the Arabias. Thus therefore, Biſho 

Maximinus, or whoever it was that wrote — 
Commentaries on Job, (which we have in a 
pretended Latin Tranſlation from Orzgen,) has ex- 
lain'd and applied this Paſſage of the LXX. The 
k of Job, ſays he, was written in the Syrian 
Tongue, either by Fob himſelf, or ſome of his 
Friends; and, from the ſaid Syrian, was tranſ- 
. lated by the great Prophet Moſes, into the He- 
, brew: as the LXX in their Verſion of the Book 
| of Job teſtify, ſaying --- It was render d out Fed 
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the Syriac Book. By whom was it render d? 
Certainly by 


of Syriac into Hebrew, in Egypt; ſo did the LXX 
_ tranſlate the ſame again in Egypt, in the Time 


of Ptolemy, out of Hebrew into Greek : in which 
it hath been diſpers'd from Egypt into - 


all Parts of the World. In the firſt Place, adds 


this Author, it was written in Arabia, (where - 


Job dwelt,) in Syriac. 

Thus far Maximinus explains the Senſe of the 
LXX, I mean, as to the Language of the ancient 
_ Arabians, that it was the Aramitiſb, or Syriac ; 

a Point of which they cou'd not be ignorant; as 
the Arabians and Syrians were thei next-border- 
ing Neighbours ; who, doubtleſs, ſpake both the 
ſame Tongue, even down to the Times in which 
the ſaid LXX tranſlated the Scriptures into Greek. 


So that, I cannot but think their Evidence to be' 


good in this Reſpect; howſoever they were mii- 
taken, (as they might eaſily be,) as to the other 
more principal Fact of the Book of Fob being 
originally written before the Time of Moſes. Which 


1s not before me now. | 
But the Scholigſt on this Paſſage of the LXX, 
in the various Rendrings and Readings mark'd by 
Flam.- Nobilius, has a very odd Note. Syriacum 
numc vocat dialectum Hebraicam, quod hæc prope 


accedat ad illam Syrorum. The LXX here call the 


Moſes: into Hebrew. From which 
it was render d again by the L into Greek. So 
that, as Moſes formerly tranſlated this Book out 


— 


Hebrew Dialect Syriac; becauſe That comes near 


to This. But in this the ſaid Scholiaft is unac- 
| countably 
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countably miſtaken: it being contrary to all Rea- 
ſon to ſuppoſe the LMX 'cou'd call the Hebrew 
by the Name of the Syriac; when they have, in 
three or four Places, call'd the Aramitiſß 1 vor 
ought,) by the ſaid Name of the Syr: 
in two of them, have diftingniſh'd Map fri Ara- 
mitiſb from the Hebrew, by the very Name of 
the Syriac; and, therefore; cou'd not, in any 
Way of common Senſe, confound che m_ 
elſewhere with the Hebrew, and ut the 
of that Tongue for the Name of b. Therefore, 
this Scbolion notwithſtanding, the ole Arabic and 
Aramitiſb, were, as Maximinus has explain d, one 
and the ſame Language. And this, by the Way, 
will yet more — ly account for that A- 
greement of the modern Arabic Name for God 
(when recover d from it's imaginary Root Aaba, 
to adore, and reſtor d to it's real Root Y to be 
high,) with the ancient Punic, Heljonin vebeljo- 
zevath in Plautus, above-mention'd. The Rea- 
fon was, the old Punic or Cartbaginian, was a 
Branch or Slip of the old Phemcian, that i is, of 
the old Aramitiſb, or Syriac, tranſplanted into 
Africa ; and ſo was a Siſter of the old Arabic : |\ 
this being only another Daughter of the fame A- 
ramittſh Mother + from whence it came thus to 
paſs, that both theſe People, the old Carthagi- 
mans and Arabtans, had both the ſame = * 
Gods, as alſo the fame Name or Names for 
them, as we have ſufficiently ſeen. 
| But, there is another Objection ſtill behind, 
againſt the Primevity of the Hebrew Charadter 
. W 


[nl 


which the i Sort of Writers hold to be un- 
anſwerable ; I mean that taken from the famous 
Samaritan. Shehels. But this, with Believers, will 
not be admitted againſt: Proofs brought from 
8. S. but will, where fuch are produce d, be re- 
jected, without pre ada, as Thi gs forg'd and 
ious, or never yet to the true criti- 
cal Teſt. And indeed ſeveral ſufficient 
ments have been already offer'd - theſe 
Trinkets — di. To which, if I ever 
t the Work above-mention'd, I ſhall add o- | 
_ 1 fam 


8 to return, and, paſs from the- abſolute. 
Unfitneſs of the Aralic Tongue, (when conſſ- 
der d lo the-Save i wor ia before — to 
give Roots to the Divine Names; let us reflect 
a little, what hath been the Alab or adorable one 
of the Arabuant, ſince. Not the Sun, Moon, Goc. 
it is true: tho, I think, the Creſcents, which are 
ſtill ſet u n the Turkiſh Moſques, and are other- 
wiſe their grand Hyigne, is no better than 
a Rag of the old Pagan Veſtment. But how- ( 
748; tile boy/thain Mos For: God ( beſides it's 
novel Uſe in this Reſpect) m —_— 
Believers to denominate Jehovah Elalum. | 
(whatever ſome may imagine or pretend, who he- 
tate not to aſſert the God of Believers, and all 
Infidels who have any God, to be the ſame,) I 
muſt affirm, on the contrary, that neither is the 
God. of the Mabometaus the ſame with the God 
ne, or the true Gad. The Reaſon is gi- 


ven 


* 
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ven by St John, 1 Jobn 2. 23. Whoſoever denieth 
the 2. —_— hath not the Faber And 
| = ; oſoever abideth not in the Doctrine 
of Chriſt, o cx «xe, hath not God. And 1 John 
5.20. We are in him that is true, even in his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt. This is true God, and eternal Life, 
that is, holding the Father and the Son, is hold- 
ing true God; to which is to be added --- the Spr- 
rit alſo, which he hath given us. For the Son (as 
it is elſewhere ſaid) is zu/tzfied, that is, demon- 
ſtrated by the Spirit. 1 Tim. 3. 16. And we are 
baptized into the one Name of the Divine Three 
=== ds 7 Oui, in the ſingular, even the Name of 
the Father, and of the Sm, and of the Holy Ghoſt. 
Which alſo unfolds the Myſtery of that Divine 
Revelation FJebovab thy Elabim is one Febovab. 
But p 
To come to a Concluſion on this Point. 
The Mahometans may not by any Means pre- 
tend to give out their Divine Name Allab for a 
Root, from whence others ſhould take their Idea 
of God. And the beſt that can be ſaid of Chri- 
ſtians who will be taking Ideas of the Name of 
God from that Quarter, without having them | 
rectified by the Appointment, Authority, and 
Application of ; is, that they are at leaſt in 
Danger of loſing true God which they had; and 
of taking the falſe God along with his Name, 
which they do ſo adopt. I do not mean, by all 
or any of theſe Remarks, to ſay, that the Arabic 
Language can be of no Uſe. By the little Know- 
lege I have of it (which is to trace, and com- 


ſort the Roots in the Lexicons, and claſs them 
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pare the Roots in Caſtel, and nee chem with | 
the Chaldee, Syriac, &c. to the Hebrew) I do 
think it might be of good Service to a Philolo- 
and Gloſſariſt: I mean, if the learned Chri- 
SE 


properly under the Hebrew Originals to which 
they ſeverally do belong. But, with a Mixture 
of Pity and Indignation, I hear this 
(the Bok. 0 the Sink of Pagamſm, Judaiſm, and all Here- 
| together in Mahometanſm) made, at 
every Turn, Siſter to the Hebrew; yea, often, 
it's Mother, and preferred before it; as being ta- 
ken to ſupply 3 it with Roots for ſome of it's prin- 
cipal Words; Words, in Uſe 2000 Years before 
this Diale& is known to have had Being. An 
Attempt, which, if it had no other Fault, would 
be intolerable merely for it's Abſurdity. _ 
But, many have been the Attempts of late 
Authors, in divers Shapes, to invalidate, deny, 
& ive up, ſome, one Point; ſome, another, that - 
| e for the Honour, the Illuſtration, or the 
Eſtabliſhment of revealed Religion, or the Word 
of God, with the Doctrines of the Church hand- 
ed down, from the Beginning, on the ſame: 
Whether this has proceeded from ſome inordi- 
nate Admiration of Claſſical, and other Heathen 
* Sorts of Learning, now ſo much in Vogue ; or 
from an exceſſive Fondneſs for mere Novelties ; 
or out of Oppoſition to ſome, who are zealous 
for the ſuperlative Honour, and Veneration which 
they know, and mult aſſert to be due to the Holy 
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88. I pretend not to ſay, But be this as it will; 
that any Perſons ſhould a& ſuch Parts (without 
__ at the Bottom ſome bad Ends o Hereſy, 

delity, to ſerve,) is, I think, unaceount- 
able; and * certainly cannot, by any of the 
Reaſons or Motives above cited, be excuſed, 
And therefore, I hope, all, eſpecially Divines, 
who are influenced by no worſe Reaſons than 
thoſe above-mention a; all who have no evil, or 
ſiniſter Intents to derogate from the Veneration | 


that is due to the H. Scriptures, in Reſpett of 


their Antiquity, Certainty, or Expreſſiveneſs; all 


| who mean not to deny, or do pite to that He- 


ly Spirit of Wiſdom and Grace, by whom they 


- were dictated; nor to croſs, or e 


the Doctrines of the Church handed down 


the Beginning on the ſame: I would, I ſay, hope, 


that all Men who are hitherto clear from theſe, 
and other like dark Deſigns againſt the S. S. but 
yet have been too inſtrumental to undervalue 
them from ſome of thoſe other leſs culpable, yet 
= wrong Motives; or who do find themſelves 
tempted ſo to undervalue them; would re- 


- pent nd; retract, or abhor and abſtain from, e- 


very ſuch Manner of writing, or preaching about 
the Divine Books, as muſt, more or leſs, mix, 
and yoke themſelves unequally with Unbelie. 
vers; and even leave that contumacious Herd to 
write and act in their own Way, (as Adverſa- 
ries, or Underminers of God's Word ,) by them- 
ſelves, By taking. this Courſe, they not, 
indeed, (in this Age of Libertinifm a and 00 
neſs 
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neſs) make fo faſhionable an A z nor 
ftand ſo directly in the golden ne of Prefer- 
ment, r will have 
other Teſtimonies, and another rt, which 
all the Riches and Flatteries of the Many, and- 
the Great, cannot give them. | 
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